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Abstract

This paper addresses the challenges of creating metadata for funding attribution statements in grey
literature. As part of a collaboration between the Vanier Institute of the Family and Reimagining
Care/Work Policies to increase the visibility of their research on childcare, parental leave, and
employment policies in Canada, and to support the Vanier Institute’s effort to expand their collection
of resources on families in Canada, the Institute began cataloguing and disseminating selected grey
resources from Reimagining Care/Work Policies. This process revealed complex scenarios for
accurately describing and attributing authorship, funding, and production in the metadata. To
support transparency, consistency, compliance with government funding requirements, as well as
discoverability of these resources, the Vanier Institute and Reimagining Care/Work Policies
collaborated to develop four funding attribution statements to describe these relationships and
classify the resources. This shared framework allowed for a more structured approach to creating
metadata for funding attribution. This project also demonstrates how collaborative metadata
practices can support institutional needs and open access to research. This work may offer insight
and guidance for other organizations navigating similar attribution challenges in their grey literature
collections.
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Introduction

Grey literature plays a critical role in open-access scientific communication and knowledge
mobilization, particularly in fields where policy relevance, accessibility, and timely dissemination
are priorities. However, the non-standardized nature of grey resources often presents metadata
challenges, especially when it comes to acknowledging funding. While traditional publications
follow established citation and attribution norms, grey literature must often navigate varied
formats, diverse funding and authorship, and evolving open science requirements (Aagaard et al.,
2021).

At the Vanier Institute of the Family (the Vanier Institute), a national think tank committed to
advancing knowledge on families in Canada, these challenges became particularly visible through a
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new collaboration with Reimagining Care/Work Policies (RC/W), a Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council (SSHRC) funded research program focused on the interconnected policies of
childcare, parental leave, and employment in Canada. The Vanier Institute has recently expanded
its Resource Centre to include links to grey and peer-reviewed materials about families in Canada
from external organizations. In doing so, the Vanier Institute began cataloguing a wide range of RC/W
outputs.

The issue of inconsistent or unclear funding attribution surfaced early in the process. While creating
metadata, we realized that there was no straightforward way to describe the funding and authorship
contributions across different resources. This complexity made it difficult to accurately represent
funding relationships in the metadata used by our Resource Centre. Given the requirements of the
SSHRC and the broader goals of attribution, transparency, and discoverability, it became clear that
we needed a more structured and standardized approach to creating funding statement metadata.

This paper, therefore, expands on a poster originally presented at the Greynet International PISA
2025 conference. It explores how the Vanier Institute and RC/W addressed the challenge of
funding/authorship attribution in metadata creation, and outlines our approach to developing this
metadata to improve transparency, compliance, and discoverability of our grey resources.

Background of the Project

The Vanier Institute of the Family produces a variety of grey literature on families in Canada, such as
plain language summaries of research studies, reports, policy briefs, and infographics, all made
publicly accessible through our Resource Centre. As part of a new initiative to expand our collection
to link to information on families produced by other organizations in Canada, we collaborated with
one of our existing partners, Reimagining Care/Work Policies (RC/W), who funds and produces grey
and peer-reviewed literature on care and work policies and practices in Canada. The goal, therefore,
of this collaboration was to identify a selection of RC/W'’s research outputs that could be hosted in
the Vanier Institute’s Resource Centre to support and increase the visibility and knowledge
mobilization of this work. These resources included peer-reviewed journal articles, reports, data
papers, and presentations, including French-language resources. While the content types varied,
each resource raised similar challenges around how to accurately represent the relationships
between authorship and funding and provide the appropriate attribution.

For example, one of the requirements of the SSHRC (2025) funding is that recipients are required to
acknowledge the financial support received and explain its role in the research process. In addition,
while some resources were directly produced by RC/W using SSHRC funds, others were created by
RC/W team members working on non-RC/W projects or funded by external agencies. In some cases,
RC/W contributed as a funder but not as an author or producer, making attribution even more
complex. Hosting these materials in the Vanier Institute’s Resource Centre required a method of
describing these distinctions clearly and consistently.
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The Resource Centre itself is built on WordPress and uses a metadata schema adapted from Dublin
Core. One of the metadata fields is dedicated to funding attribution for the resource. The Vanier
Institute’s Information Specialist was responsible for developing guidance and making
recommendations on how to create metadata for this field based on different combinations of
authorship and funding of RC/W resources. As both organizations have broad and diverse
audiences, including researchers, policymakers, educators, government partners, and the general
public, the metadata needed to be both accurate and understandable across multiple contexts. We
also needed to ensure that these funding attribution statements were compliant with government
requirements for federally funded research. In addition, transparency about funding, authorship,
and production helps users find the resource, as well as understand how it came to be, how it might
be cited or reused, and how it connects to publicly funded research more broadly.

Metadata Challenges

One of the main challenges was identifying RC/W’s varying involvement in each resource as a
producer, funder, and/or author to create descriptive and accurate metadata. In some cases,
resources such as reports or conference presentations were produced by RC/W and funded with
their federal government grant. However, in other cases, peer-reviewed articles were written by team
members affiliated with RC/W, received partial funding from RC/W, but the work was not produced
by RC/W itself. Other reports were produced by RC/W but funded through entirely separate grants.
Still, with some resources, it was unclear whether RC/W had funded the work, simply disseminated
it, or hosted it because a team member had contributed in some way.

To tackle this challenge, the Vanier Institute’s Executive Director and Information Specialist
collaborated with RC/W’s Project Director and Project Manager to select a sample of RC/W
resources to learn about and identify the relationships between funding, production, and authorship
to develop a shared understanding. The Information Specialist then conducted environmental scans
to explore how various institutions handled funding attributions (see References) and described
distinctions between funding and production in their metadata. These findings were used to inform
and draft four funding attribution statements tailored to RC/W resources and linked to a distinct
authorship-funding relationship. The draft statements were then shared with RC/W for feedback and
further refinement.

The four statements are:

1. Relationship 1: Fully Produced and Funded by RC/W Policies: “This resource is funded and
produced by Reimagining Care/Work Policies.”

2. Relationship 2: Partially Funded, Partially Produced by RC/W Policies: “This resource is
partially funded and partially produced by Reimagining Care/Work Policies.”
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3. Relationship 3: Government Funded and Authored by RC/W Policies: “This resource is
funded by Employment and Social Development Canada and authored by team members
of Reimagining Care/Work Policies.”

4. Relationship 4: Authored by Member of the RC/W Team, Funded and/or Produced
Externally: “This resource is authored by a researcher affiliated with RC/W, funded by
[funder] and produced by [producer].”

These statements created a shared vocabulary for attribution that helped clarify the role of RC/W in
each resource. They also served as a practical tool for improving metadata consistency, ensuring
compliance with funder requirements, and increasing transparency and discoverability for users of
the Vanier Institute’s Resource Centre. While not every resource fits perfectly into one category, the
statements serve as a starting point for adaptation and allow us to develop a sustainable approach
for creating metadata for funding attribution.

Implementations and Use

The four funding attribution statements were documented and added to the Vanier Institute’s
metadata workflow and shared with RC/W. Since RC/W has the best knowledge of the origins and
process of their research and subsequent outputs, they assigned one of the four statements (coded
1, 2, 3, 4) to each of their resources being hosted through the Vanier Institute. They created a list of
resources to submit to the Resource Centre and included information such as open-access status,
institutional affiliations, and their assessment of the appropriate funding relationship.

The Information Specialist then reviewed the entries and used the assigned code to add the funding
attribution statement to the resource. This workflow created a bridge between RC/W's internal
knowledge and the metadata framework in the Vanier Institute’s Resource Centre, allowing both
accuracy and efficiency in the creation of metadata. Each resource in the Vanier Institute’s Resource
Centre has a summary box that includes standard metadata such as title, author(s), publication
year, and a dedicated field for funding, clearly identifying how the resource was authored, funded,
and produced.

Insights and Future Work

This project underscored the value of collaboration between think tanks and universities when
dealing with complex attribution scenarios in grey literature. While metadata creation can be a
technical task, the nuances in authorship, funding, and production require input and expertise from
both the Vanier Institute and RC/W to ensure accuracy, compliance, and discoverability of the
resource. Establishing this shared language between our organizations early in our process helped
reduce ambiguity and made metadata creation for future resource entries more consistent and
scalable.
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As more externally produced resources are added to the Vanier Institute’s Resource Centre, new
scenarios may emerge that require further adaptation of these four funding statements. The
expertise of and experience with RC/W have been essential in providing both organizations with a
foundation that can inform similar collaborations. As grey literature continues to evolve, this
approach may serve as a useful model for other cross-sectoral institutions working to strengthen
and enhance funding statements for grey literature resources.
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